THE  AGE  OF PLANNING
upon this generation, or the value of his writings in stirring the
conscience of the well-to-do about social justice. His attack upon
mid-nineteenth century industrialism was formidable and, in large part,
just, and its sudden revival in the post-war world is a warning and a
portent. His theory and his predictions are a different matter, and
the historian can find little to justify either in the years since he wrote.
The idea of capitalism passing inevitably to its opposite looks like an
illicit borrowing from the German metaphysical idea that positives
are dogged by their negatives as the substance by its shadow. Capita-
lism has not dug its own grave, as he predicted, in the eighty years since
he wrote. For the greater part of the period it prospered and spread
prosperity to all classes. The rich did not grow fewer and the poor
more numerous; through the device of limited liability the number
of capitalists was constantly increasing and wages were on the upward
trend. The one revolution called Marxian differed in almost every
respect from the revolution that Marx predicted. It was not the
uprising of an industrial proletariat, but the deliberate effort of a group
of revolutionaries who availed themselves of the chaos in Russia after
the war to impose a Marxian type of society upon a peasant people.
This revolution has at every turn tested Marx's theory of " surplus
value " and discovered the enormous importance of the non-manual
labour factors in industry and the necessity of rewarding them in
one way or another. The Marxian ideal of a classless society seemed
perpetually to vanish in the effort to create it.
On the other hand, we have only to look at 'Europe to-day to see
the far-reaching spread of the doctrines of Marx in regions that were
outside his horizon. If he is the author of the Revolution, he is
also the author of the counter-revolution, of Fascism and Nazism as
well as of Bolshevism. His doctrine of class-hatred, of a predominant
class ruthlessly extinguishing its opponents, could equally well be
practised by the bourgeoisie as by the proletariat. His materialist
conception of history found congenial soil in every country and all
classes. Religion could not be derided and extinguished in one
country without questions being raised about it in other countries.
If the moral and spiritual values counted for nothing against the
material, why should the rich not share in the general emancipation ?
In the Marxian theory, or in its Nazi and Fascist counterparts, the new
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